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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election without traverse of Species I, Sub-species A in the reply filed 
on December 30, 2009 is acknowledged. Claims 5-10, 13-17 and 22-24 are withdrawn 
from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected 
species, there being no allowable generic or linking claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following Is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

Claims 1-4, 18 and 20 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent No. 3,521 ,561 to Pali at al. 

With respect to claim 1 , Pali et al. teaches a device for securing doctor blades to 
a printing roller doctor assembly of the type that comprises releasable securing means, 
22, 23, for joining at least one longitudinal supporting portion of a doctor blade, 21 , to a 
body of said doctor assembly, said doctor blade having a cantllevered free longitudinal 
portion, wherein said releasable securing means comprises at least one magnetic 
element configured and arranged to maintain a first face of said supporting portion of 
the at least one doctor blade in firm contact with a supporting surface of said body and a 
pressing element in firm contact with a second face of the supporting portion of the 
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doctor blade opposite to said first face in contact with the body, with the supporting 
portion of the doctor blade being trapped between said pressing element and said 
supporting surface of the body. See column 3, lines 52-60, column 4, lines 9-29 and Fig. 
5. 

With respect to claim 2, Pali et al. teaches that the at least one magnetic element 
is imbedded in the material of the body and has an active surface that is level with the 
supporting surface of the body and the pressing element includes a material attractable 
by the magnetic elements. See column 4, lines 9-29. 

With respect to claim 3, although Pali et al. does not explicitly teach that the 
magnetic element is formed by at least one continuous strip imbedded in the material of 
the body along the length of the body, this is an obvious alternative to having a plurality 
of pieces, as taught by Pali et al. and therefore one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention would have found it obvious to use the continuous strip. 

With respect to claim 4, Pali et al. teaches that the magnetic element is formed 
by a plurality of pieces imbedded in the material of the body and distributed along the 
length of the body. See column 4, lines 9-29. 

With respect to claim 18, Pali et al. teaches that the pressing element is linked by 
one of its edges to the body by means of an articulation so that the pressing element 
can pivot between an open position and a securing position. See column 3, lines 52-60. 

With respect to claim 20, Pali et al. teaches that the body comprises a 
configuration designed to cooperate with an edge of the doctor blade to place the doctor 
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blade in an operating position. See column 3, 
5. 
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lines 52-60, column 4, lines 9-29 and Fig. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pali et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 2,179,625 to Groden. 

With respect to claims 11-12, Pallet al. teaches all that is claimed, as in the 
above rejection of claims 1-4, 18 and 20, except that the at least one magnetic element 
is linked to a mechanism configured and arranged to selectively move the magnetic 
element between a resting position, in which the magnetic force of the magnetic 
element is attenuated or cancelled, and an operating position, in which the magnetic 
force of the magnetic element acts on the doctor blade and on the material attractable 
by the magnetic element included in the pressing element, wherein, in said resting 
position, the cited active surface of the magnetic element is sunken below and away 
from the supporting surface of the body, while in said operating position, the cited active 
surface of the magnetic element is level with the supporting surface of the body. 

Groden teaches a magnetic element, 10, contained in a body, M, linked to a 
mechanism configured and arranged to arranged to selectively move the magnetic 
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element between a resting position, in which the magnetic force of the magnetic 
element is attenuated or cancelled, and an operating position, in which the magnetic 
force of the magnetic element acts on material attractable by the magnetic element, 
wherein, in said resting position, the cited active surface of the magnetic element is 
sunken below and away from the supporting surface of the body, while in said operating 
position, the cited active surface of the magnetic element is level with the supporting 
surface of the body. See page 1, column 2, lines 39-55, page 2, column 1, lines 25-33, 
page 2, column 2, lines 12-51 and Fig. 2. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the apparatus of Pali et al. to include a mechanism for moving 
the magnetic element, as taught by Groden, in order to readily change the strength of 
the magnetic attraction when changing the doctor blade. 

Claims 19 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Pali et al. in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,027,513 to Allison, Jr. 

With respect to claim 19, Pali et al. teaches all that is claimed, as in the above 
rejection of claims 1-4, 18 and 20, except that said pressing element is independent of 
the body, and the body comprises a configuration designed to cooperate with an edge 
of the pressing element to place the pressing element in an operating position. 

Allison, Jr. teaches a device for securing doctor blades, 16, to a printing roller 
doctor assembly having a pressing element, 34, which is independent of the body, 30, 
and the body comprises a configuration designed to cooperate with an edge of the 
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pressing element to place the pressing element in an operating position. See column 2, 
lines 37-59 and Fig. 1 . 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the apparatus of Pali et al. to have the pressing element 
independent of the body, as taught by Allison, Jr. in order to provide a more convenient 
opening for inserting the doctor blade. 

With respect to claim 21 , Pali et al. teaches all that is claimed, as in the above 
rejection of claims 1-4, 18 and 20, except the doctor blade is made of a non-magnetic or 
paramagnetic material or is not attractable by a magnetic element, since Pali et al. is 
silent with respect to the material of the doctor blade. 

Allison, Jr. teaches standard doctor blades made of plastic. See column 2, lines 
30-36 and column 3, lines 1-5. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify the apparatus of Pali et al. to have the doctor blade made of a 
non-magnetic material, because Allison, Jr. teaches this is a standard material for 
doctor blades. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jill E. Culler whose telephone number Is (571 )272-2159. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 10:00-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Judy Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-2258. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status Information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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/Jill E. Culler/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2854 



